REMARKS 



Claims 1-3, 5, 9, 1 1, 13-14, and 41 are pending. Claims 4 and 12 are cancelled without 
prejudice to applicant's right to pursue the subject matter of those claims in a future continuation 
or divisional application. Claims 1, 1 1, and 41 are amended. These amendments do not 
introduce new matter. Thus, claims 1-3, 5, 9, 1 1, 13, 14, and 41 are pending upon entry of this 
amendment. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Claims 1-3, 5, 9, 1 1, 13, 14, and 41 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yano et al. {Circulation 107: 477-484, 2003) in view of Wehrens et al, {Cell 
1 13:829-840, June 27, 2003). The same claims also remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Yano et al. alone. Specifically, the Office Action states that the 
declaration of Andrew R. Marks under 37 CFR 1.131, which was submitted in response to the 
previous Office Action, "only shows that the inventor conceived of a method for limiting a 
decrease in the level of RyR2-bound FKBP12.6 protein in a subject who has CPVT or for 
treating exercise-induced cardiac arrhythmia in a subject with CPVT, comprising administering 
JTV-519 to the subject." Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Office Action's assertion 
because Applicant believes that the previously submitted declaration under 37 CFR 1.131 along 
with the accompanying redacted Invention Report show that the inventor conceived of the 
subject matter of all of the previously pending claims, 1-3, 5, 9, 1 1, 13, 14, and 41 at least prior 
to December 16, 2002. 

However, solely to advance prosecution, Applicant incorporates the language of claim 4 
into claim 1, and that of claim 12 into claim 11. Furthermore, Applicant incorporates the 
language, "wherein the cardiac arrhythmia is associated with catecholaminergic polymorphic 
ventricular tachycardia (CPVT)," into claim 41. Applicant also wishes to thank the Examiner for 
his indication that claims 4 and 12 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. In light 
of the above-described amendments and cancellations without prejudice, Applicant believes that 
the presently pending claims are allowable, and respectfully request withdrawal of the 
outstanding rejections. 
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Conclusion 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant requests that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the outstanding grounds of rejection. The Examiner is encouraged to 
call the undersigned at the number listed below in order to expedite the prosecution of this 
application. 



Respectfully submitted, 



/Jane ML Love, Ph.D./ 
Jane M. Love, Ph.D. 
Reg. No. 42,812 

Date: February 29, 2008 

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP 

399 Park Avenue 

New York, NY 10022 

Tel: (212) 937-7233 

Fax: (212) 230-8888 

jane.love@wilmerhale.com 
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